
TUB EDUO4TI[ON<L REVIE1y.la

BOOK REVIMWB.
TU]§ PRiLOSO.PIICAL Rzvizw for September and November,

1894, and for January, 1895. This Magazine continues tn
Inaintain 1he high standard of excellence proposed by Ita
editors at the outset of ls publication. Let us remind our
teaders tbat its founder-in-chief, J. G. Sehurman, Principal
of Cornell University, i8 1«one of ourselves,» a native of
P. E. I., wlio lias risen to0th. dlstinguislicd position occupied
by him ln virtue of tbe remaritable ability lie lias displayed
alike ln the. acquisition and Impartation of knowledge, and in
the administration of unlverslîy aiffairs. [lis influence has
secured a privai. endowmient on behaif of the magazine,
enablng the publiabers to put the numbers at a lower figure
per annum tban la charged for any similar magazine,-
certainly, for any of even approximative merlt,-hroughout
the lterary world ; and also 10, secure articles from the Mo"t
illustrious students of philosophy ln botli Europe and America.
Thus axnong the contributors ln lhe numbers referred te above,
in addition to 1he edîtors (Principal Bohurman and Professer
J, E. Crelghtonj, are sucb well known naines as those of
professor Royce, of Harvard, admlttedly among 1h. very
foremoat on the. staff o! that great un(verslly, wlth i ts upwards
ni twrq lun4d'ed teacliers; Watson, of Queens University,
Kingston, second to none as an Interpreter of tbe critical
phiosophy heralded by Kant ; Seth, of the University of
Edlnbnrg, wpauy articles by whom occnpy a conspicuous
place ln thie " Ecyclopedia Britannica ; Dyde, of Kingaton,
famJliar 10 many5 of our readers on accoua: of th. position
held b>y hlm for spme years la the University Mf New Bruns-
wick, and for wliom It i la et predict a distlnguished
career, as lie fufil. lii brilliant early promise ; and several
otbera.

Thae plan of contents ouglil to conmnend tb!. magazine 10, a
'wlde vIss of readers. It conslats, first, of leading articles, se6
to call tliem, -essaya lupon snob tbemes as The I>roblea of
H~egel (Watson), The Vonaciouanesa of Moral Obligation

(burman) Evolution and Developmeaî <Dyde), Pleasure
adPain Deff.d <Mer...>, and so forth,-ther. being tin al

thIrten uchariles in t Iliree numbetrs la question. Tissa
followia rviews of leading books pubished. re.qntly la th.

prive

self-supporting, self-autli.ntlcatlng experlence,-a character-
istlc of human nature as suc,-a f unction of reason itself.»
If 1h.a b. so, 1h. question naturally arises, " How se uiany
different theorles of obligation should have galned a footing
lu ethlcal philoe*ophy ? "

Dr. Schurman discueses8 tuis aspect of th. case at gme
length, ahowlng that "obligation, as an abstract feeling,
rarely, If ever, rise. above the threshold of consciousnesa ; lb
la apt to, appear in union wlth ploty, devotion, aympathy, pro.
prlety and prudence, "-meanlng. wllb one or more of 1heýe
aasoclated feelings. Se tRiat while the sense of obligation la
iteelf la simple, " our actiwel sense of obligation la not simple.

>but compound ;" duty for It. own sake havlng for auxllary
posaibly -1he rewards and penalties of tb. future state, " or
-sympathy or love for our fellow-rmen," or. that given "men
teel 1hey ought 10 lie good, because in the lite of goodness tbey
are fellow-workers wlh God." On itâ lower, as on ils bigher
levels, religion i. thie indispensable ally cf morallty ; and
wlse men cannot survey wllbout anxiely and alarmi the demand
for secular, as opposed tu relii1ons, moral Instruction in car
schools ; as tbough eilidren could b. Influenced l>y abstrac-
tions 11ke tbe categoricat imperative. . . .Wbatever
iuakea men sensitive to the clatoep of mor~al law, ba its,01ace
anid wortb la the evolution of liunoP eiaracter; but the
nobleat sprlng ofeobligation la a love Ot goodus, wWchR te
fed by Ipve of God and love of oureIw-sn.

TRien followa an estimate of tRie different ethical tbeorles of
obllgatlcn,-the intultional or transcendenlal, with i s recogni-
tion of "frce Riomage te a lau' or ideal of goodneaa " as IJbe
qulateasentlal elemeni. of moral obligation, "-tie emipirlcal
theory, wblcb givea a true acoonot et lhe associated feelings
whlch ln our concret. experlenco accomany th. seee pf
dizty, foster its growth, and perbapa even mak. is 1lrst
emergence in consclousneas a po)salbllty,"-and the theolo.
gical, whlch - explains our coa.clousness of moral obligation
as th. effect of commandt; and prohibitions laid upon human
beinga by' thie Infinite Being." The curions supposition of
"uoe ion. mil la an atheistie universe," regftrdlng the posai-
hie developmit oif wbose cousclousosea aume have indulged
ln apeculatlon, la dlsmlsssd wlth more coutuy of conteaipt,
perbapa. la it merlUs. And the. conclusion of th. whole
malter le thus expressed- "Te thie question, WRiy Oulght I 10
do th. gond ? lb. aaswer wll .1111 b., Bccause it is gond. To
say, Because Ged ordalas lb, would only b. a short-band
formul~a for the. coinot statement: God la good, and th.
good has Inherpilnt uhrt over aature lik. mine. 0f course,
for rogues and criminals thls angel cf izoodneus would b. a poor
sc-crow ; but, se far as I knew, ther. la no theory of obli-
gation whlch proposes to abollsh tiie auxîlluries and supports
Mf obligation ln dealing wih natures Iliat refuse tp~~ heren


